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Senator Patrick Leahy 7627 Old Itoooiver lioad 

U.S. Senate Frederick, Md. 21701 

Washington., D.C. 7/l4/0y 

Dear Donator Leahy, 

If the proposed FOIA amendment passes, it will do precisely what your oped 
piece in today 1 3 Post states may not be done* 

The proposal will immunise those components that did all thoso terrlhlo things, 
including spying on Americans. 

The past is far from cleansed or exposed* I know of some operations not exposed 
and a form of spying on what Americans say and think* 

That the CIA has conned the S:nato is clear in your article, where you say it 
has a two-yoar backlog. I have requests of 1971/und 1975 that have not been nnrnpMM 
with. They do not act on appeals and they wont to force unneceooary litigation - and 
they do* I have not inconsiderable experience with thoso practises. 

Once in court, there I 3 no suah tiling as perjury for thorn and the F3I, and it 
never ends. I have yet to find a court, among many, willing to confront this. 

T!«lr claim to "national security" is not unooai.only . orce than frivolous, and 
again I ;>.p-ak from much experience. 

Certainly FOIA involves oosts, aa do all worthwhile tidngi? iu our national and 
personal lives. From my experience, most of the egandes' costs in FOIa matters are 
artifically end deliberately escalated for the purpose you confront, sacking clmngea 
in tlie <ict. And, of course, ftnutmting it and requestors, particularly those who 
requeut what oan be emberros sing. Of whom I am one. 

To a large decree the 7KE and CIA Jtavp nlready rewritten tha Act in court and 
hy moans of what, in plain HJoglish, is nonstop mendacity. Kight now I am f or 

a oantojrjpt citation for refusing to accept court«orle.mi shoiadering of the FBI’s 
burden of .proof. 

a reasonably confident they will not dare saei: e ccnitacpt citation against on 
unwell 70-year old and thoy do oeck anotlier sanction, dismissal, which I'm opposing. 
But with any sanction, for practical purposes, tho Act is wiped out end tha agencies 
will forever be demanding "discovery" norteinjtvr to senr-cdyi^ In my litigation, filed 
in 1970, the initial searclies are not yet made - and they don't even bother to deny it. 
In 1203 they d e m and discovery instead, without any attestation to need or briefing 
of tho legal question. Nor have they even bothered tp deny that because the ap;xsals 
office osLel ny help, a3 s ubjoct export, I have already provided oil the informa- 
tion and documentation I jiavo~*wo full fils drawers of it! 

The subject i3 the EBl'a investigfction of tho JIX assassination. 



Those agencies are contemptuous of tho Senate# About five years ago, after a 
public-interest group learned that the PHI had ignored about 25 of my requests for 
years and reported it to your aubcomnittoe# it took testimony from Department and 
PHI witnesses# Tho/tbon FBI FOIPA branch chief refused to say anything at all about 
compliance# but the department witnesses all stated that the FBI's conduct with mo 
was inexcusable - and they promised compliance# Well, it stjjLl hasn't hapixaaad# 

And some of those requests go back to xqarly 19&9« 

Several are duplicated in current 1978 litigation and FBI counsel absolutely 
refused compliance with them in this litigation# Some are more than 19 years old - 
under a 10-day Act! 

Everything I say and much more is thoroughly documented# under oath# and is 
and will remain unrefuted# > 

^hdLs includes meticulous documentation of false representations# under oath 
and by counsel# 

Of course# if you are interested# all I have is available# 

The only reason I'^e been persisting in this litigation is because the FBI 
actually opposed my dismissing it and because# to me at least# defending the Act 
is important. If I don't fight they get precedents that nullify the Act# 

And if you want h/d.:.'^^ts^ecxaznple3 of CIA claims to protection of sources and 



methods and "national security," under oath# I have them# too# 

I do tliank you for all you're done to preserve the Act# If you agree to the 
proposed amendment you will be gutting the Act# The CIA needs no protection it 
does not now have and it can eliminate much if not most of the time it attributes 
to FOIA by merely abiding by it and ending its dirty-works# 

Sincerely# 



Harold Vaisberg 

By accident my wife made ipore copies of an affidavit than I need in the litigation 
referred to# It shows how tho FBI controls searches# even when supposedly dddLng what 
the attorney general wants done* I enclose this extra copy# 



